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(5) A statement of work that dis-
cusses the specific tasks to be carried
out, including a schedule of measurable
events and milestones.

(6) A Standard Form 424, 424A (Rev 4–
92) prescribed by the applicable OMB
circular and Form CD–511, Certifi-
cation Regarding Debarment, Suspen-
sion and Other Responsibility Matters;
Drug-Free Workplace Requirements
and Lobbying. SF–424, 424A (Rev 4–92)
and Form CD–511 will not be considered
part of the page count of the Basic Pro-
posal.

(7) The application requirements and
the standard form requirements have
been approved by OMB (OMB Control
Number 0693–0010, 0348–0043 and 0348–
0044).

(g) Applicable federal and departmental
guidance. This includes: Administrative
Requirements, Cost Principles, and Au-
dits. [Dependent upon type of Recipient
organization: nonprofit, for-profit,
state/local government, or educational
institution]

(1) Nonprofit organizations.
(i) OMB Circular A–110—Uniform Ad-

ministrative Requirements of Grants
and Agreements with Institutions of
Higher Education, Hospitals, and Other
Nonprofit Organizations.

(ii) OMB Circular A–122—Cost Prin-
ciples for Nonprofit Organizations.

(iii) 15 CFR part 29b—Audit Require-
ments for Institutions of Higher Edu-
cation and Other Nonprofit Organiza-
tions [implements OMB Circular A–
133—Audits for Institutions of Higher
Education and Other Nonprofit Organi-
zations].

(2) State/local governments.
(i) 15 CFR part 24—Uniform Adminis-

trative Requirements for Grants and
Cooperative Agreements to State and
Local Governments.

(ii) OMB Circular A–87—Cost Prin-
ciples for State and Local Govern-
ments.

(iii) 15 CFR part 29a—Audit Require-
ments for State and Local Govern-
ments [implements OMB Circular A–
128—Audit of State and Local Govern-
ments].

(3) Educational institutions.
(i) OMB Circular A–110—Administra-

tive Requirements for Grants and
Agreements with Institutions of Higher

Education, Hospitals, and Other Non-
profit Organizations.

(ii) OMB Circular A–21—Cost Prin-
ciples for Educational Institutions.

(iii) 15 CFR part 29b—Audit Require-
ments for Institutions of Higher Edu-
cation and Other Nonprofit Organiza-
tions [implements OMB Circular A–
133—Audits for Institutions of Higher
Education and Other Nonprofit Organi-
zations].

§ 291.2 Environmental integration
projects.

(a) Eligibility criteria. Eligible appli-
cants for these projects are manufac-
turing extension centers or state tech-
nology extension programs which at
the time of solicitation have grants,
cooperative agreements or contracts
with the NIST Manufacturing Exten-
sion Partnership. Only one proposal per
organization per solicitation is per-
mitted in this category.

(b) Project objective. The purpose of
these projects is to support the inte-
gration of environmentally-focused
technical assistance, and especially
pollution prevention assistance, for
smaller manufacturers into the broader
services provided by existing MEP
manufacturing extension centers. Pro-
posers are free to structure their
project in whatever way will be most
effective and efficient in increasing the
ability of the center to deliver high
quality environmental and pollution
prevention technical assistance (either
directly or in partnership with other
organizations). Following are some ex-
amples of purposes for which these
funds could be used. This list is by no
means meant to be all inclusive. A cen-
ter might propose a set of actions en-
compassing several of these examples
as well as others.

(1) Environmental needs assessment.
Detailed assessment of the environ-
mentally-related technical assistance
needs of manufacturers within the
state or region of the manufacturing
extension center. This would be done as
part of a broader plan to incorporate
environmentally related services into
the services of the manufacturing ex-
tension center. The center might pro-
pose to document its process and find-
ings so that other centers may learn
from its work.
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(2) Partnership with another organiza-
tion. The center might propose to part-
ner with an existing organization
which is providing environmentally-fo-
cused technical assistance to manufac-
turers. The partnership would lead to
greater integration of service delivery
through joint technical assistance
projects and joint training.

(3) Accessing private-sector environ-
mental resources. The center might pro-
pose to increase it’s ability to access
environmental technical services for
smaller manufacturers from environ-
mental consultants or environmental
firms.

(4) Training of field engineers/agents in
environmental topics. Funding for train-
ing which empowers the field engineer/
agent with the knowledge needed to
recognize potential environmental, and
especially pollution prevention, prob-
lems and opportunities. In addition,
training might be funded which em-
powers the field engineer/agent with
the knowledge needed to make appro-
priate recommendations for solutions
or appropriate referrals to other
sources of information or expertise.
The over-arching goal is for the field
engineer/agent to enable the manufac-
turer to be both environmentally clean
and competitive.

(5) Access to environmentally related in-
formation or expertise. A center might
propose to fund access to databases or
other sources of environmentally-relat-
ed information or expertise which
might be necessary to augment the en-
vironmentally focused activities of the
manufacturing extension center.

(6) Addition of environmentally focused
staff. It may be necessary for manufac-
turing extension centers to have an en-
vironmental program manager or lead
field engineer/agent with environ-
mental training and experience. Funds
could be requested to hire this person.
However, the proposer would have to
demonstrate a clear and reasonable
plan for providing for the support of
this person after the funds provided
under this project are exhausted since
no commitment is being made to on-
going funding.

(c) Award period. Projects initiated
under this category may be carried out
over multiple years. The proposer
should include optional second and

third years in their proposal. Proposals
selected for award may receive one,
two or three years of funding from cur-
rently available funds at the discretion
of DOC. If an application is selected for
funding, DOC has no obligation to pro-
vide any additional future funding in
connection with that award. A separate
cooperative agreement will be written
with winning applicants. Renewal of an
award to increase funding or extend
the period of performance is at the
total discretion of DOC. It is antici-
pated that successful projects will be
given the opportunity to roll the fund-
ing for these efforts into the base fund-
ing for the extension center. Such a
roll-over will be based on a perform-
ance review and the availability of
funds.

(d) Matching requirements. No match-
ing funds are required for these propos-
als. However, the presence of matching
funds (cash and in-kind) will be consid-
ered in the evaluation under the Finan-
cial Plan criteria.

(e) Environmental integration projects
evaluation criteria. In most solicita-
tions, preference will be given to
projects which are focused on a single
industry sector. This is desired to build
on the expertise and resources which
are being built in tools and resources
projects in these industry sectors. In-
dustry focus will be specified in the so-
licitation announcement. However, ac-
tual services need not be limited exclu-
sively to this sector. In addition pref-
erence may be given to extension cen-
ters which do not have extensive envi-
ronmentally-related services already in
place. In addition to these preferences,
the criteria for selection of awards will
be as follows in descending order of im-
portance:

(1) Demonstrated commitment to incor-
porating environmentally related services.
The extension center must dem-
onstrate its commitment to incor-
porate environmentally-related tech-
nical services into its overall manufac-
turing extension services even after
funding for this project is exhausted. It
is not the objective of this effort to es-
tablish completely autonomous envi-
ronmentally focused extension centers.
Rather, the goal is to ensure that such
services are integrated directly with
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general manufacturing extension serv-
ices focused on competitiveness. The
center must demonstrate that such in-
tegration will take place. Factors that
may be considered include: The amount
of matching funds devoted to the ef-
forts proposed as demonstration of the
center’s commitment to the activity;
indication that environmental services
are a significant aspect of the organiza-
tion’s long range planning; strength of
commitment and plans for continuing
service beyond funding which might be
awarded through this project; the de-
gree to which environmental services
will become an integral part of each
field engineers’ portfolio of services;
the level of current or planned edu-
cation and training of staff on relevant
environmental issues; and the extent of
environmentally related information
and expert resources which will be eas-
ily accessible by field engineers.

(2) Demonstrated understanding of the
environmentally related technical assist-
ance needs of manufacturers in the target
population. Target population must be
clearly defined. The manufacturing
center must demonstrate that it under-
stands the populations environ-
mentally related needs or include a co-
herent methodology for identifying
those needs. The proposal should show
that the efforts being proposed will en-
able the center to better meet those
needs. Factors that may be considered
include: A clear definition of the target
population, its size and demographic
characteristics; demonstrated under-
standing of the target population’s en-
vironmental technical assistance needs
or a plan to develop this understand-
ing; and appropriateness of the size of
the target population and the antici-
pated impact for the proposed expendi-
ture.

(3) Coordination with other relevant or-
ganizations. Wherever possible the
project should be coordinated with and
leverage other organizations which are
providing high quality environ-
mentally-related services to manufac-
turers in the same target population or
which have relevant resources which
can be of assistance in the proposed ef-
fort. If no such organizations exist, the
proposal should build the case that
there are no such organizations. Appli-
cants will need to describe how they

will coordinate to allow for increased
economies of scale and to avoid dupli-
cation of services in providing assist-
ance to small and medium-sized manu-
facturers. Factors that may be consid-
ered include: Demonstrated under-
standing of existing organizations and
resources relevant for providing tech-
nology assistance related services to
the target population; adequate link-
ages and partnerships with existing or-
ganizations and clear definition of
those organizations’ roles in the pro-
posed activities; and that the proposed
activity does not duplicate existing
services or resources.

(4) Program evaluation: The applicant
should specify plans for evaluation of
the effectiveness of the proposed pro-
gram and for ensuring continuous im-
provement of program activities. Fac-
tors that may be considered include:
Thoroughness of evaluation plans, in-
cluding internal evaluation for man-
agement control, external evaluation
for assessing outcomes of the activity,
and ‘‘customer satisfaction’’ measures
of performance.

(5) Management experience and plans.
Applicants should specify plans for
proper organization, staffing, and man-
agement of the implementation proc-
ess. Factors that may be considered in-
clude: Appropriateness and authority
of the governing or managing organiza-
tion to conduct the proposed activities;
qualifications of the project team and
its leadership to conduct the proposed
activity; soundness of any staffing
plans, including recruitment, selection,
training, and continuing professional
development; appropriateness of the
organizational approach for carrying
out the proposed activity; evidence of
involvement and support by private in-
dustry.

(6) Financial plan: Applicants should
show the relevance and cost effective-
ness of the financial plan for meeting
the objectives of the project; the firm-
ness and level of the applicant’s total
financial support for the project; and a
plan to maintain the program after the
cooperative agreement has expired.
Factors that may be considered in-
clude: Reasonableness of the budget
both in income and expenses; strength
of commitment and amount of the pro-
poser’s cost share, if any; effectiveness
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of management plans for control of
budget; appropriateness of matching
contributions; and plans for maintain-
ing the program after the cooperative
agreement has expired.

§ 291.3 Environmental tools and tech-
niques projects.

(a) Eligibility criteria. Eligible appli-
cants for these projects include all non-
profit organizations including univer-
sities, community colleges, state gov-
ernments, state technology programs
and independent nonprofit organiza-
tions. Organizations may submit mul-
tiple proposals under this category in
each solicitation for unique projects.

(b) Project objective. The purpose of
these projects is to support the initial
development and implementation of
tools or techniques which will aide
manufacturing extension organizations
in providing environmentally-related
services to smaller manufacturers and
which may also be of direct use by the
smaller manufacturers themselves.
Specific industry sectors to be ad-
dressed and sub-categories of tools and
techniques may be specified in solicita-
tions. These sectors or sub-categories
will be specified in the solicitation an-
nouncement. Examples of tools and
techniques include, but are not limited
to, manufacturing assessment tools,
environmental benchmarking tools,
training delivery programs, electroni-
cally accessible environmental infor-
mation resources, environmental dem-
onstration facilities, software tools,
etc. Projects must be completed within
the scope of the effort proposed and
should not require on-going federal
support.

(c) Award period. Projects initiated
under this category may be carried out
over up to three years. Proposals se-
lected for award will receive all fund-
ing from currently available funds. If
an application is selected for funding,
DOC has no obligation to provide any
additional future funding in connection
with that award. Renewal of an award
to increase funding or extend the pe-
riod of performance is at the total dis-
cretion of DOC.

(d) Matching requirements. No match-
ing funds are required for these propos-
als. However, the presence of matching
funds (cash and in-kind) will be consid-

ered in the evaluation under the Finan-
cial Plan criteria.

(e) Environmental tools and techniques
projects evaluation criteria. Proposals
from applicants will be evaluated and
rated on the basis of the following cri-
teria listed in descending order of im-
portance:

(1) Demonstrated understanding of the
environmentally-related technical assist-
ance needs of manufacturers and tech-
nical assistance providers in the target
population. Target population must be
clearly defined. The proposal must
demonstrate that it understands the
population’s environmentally related
tool or technique needs. The proposal
should show that the efforts being pro-
posed meet the needs identified. Fac-
tors that may be considered include: A
clear definition of the target popu-
lation, size and demographic distribu-
tion; demonstrated understanding of
the target population’s environmental
tools or techniques needs; and appro-
priateness of the size of the target pop-
ulation and the anticipated impact for
the proposed expenditure.

(2) Technology and information sources.
The proposal must delineate the
sources of technology and/or informa-
tion which will be used to create the
tool or resource. Sources may include
those internal to the center (including
staff expertise) or from other organiza-
tions. Factors that may be considered
include: Strength of core competency
in the proposed area of activity; and
demonstrated access to relevant tech-
nical or information sources external
to the organization.

(3) Degree of integration with the man-
ufacturing extension partnership. The
proposal must demonstrate that the
tool or resource will be integrated into
and will be of service to the NIST Man-
ufacturing Extension Centers. Factors
that may be considered include: Ability
to access the tool or resource espe-
cially for MEP extension centers;
methodology for disseminating or pro-
moting use of the tool or technique es-
pecially within the MEP system; and
demonstrated interest in using the tool
or technique especially by MEP exten-
sion centers.

(4) Coordination with other relevant or-
ganizations. Wherever possible the
project should be coordinated with and
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